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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,
Plaintiff-Respondent,
V.

JOE ANTHONY SANTIAGO,
Defendant-Appellant.
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)
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NO. 47202-2019
ADA COUNTY NO. CR0l-18-48985

APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Nature of the Case
Joe Anthony Santiago appeals from his judgment of conviction for two counts of
possession of a controlled substance and one count of possession of drug paraphernalia.
Mr. Santiago was also found to be a persistent violator. Mr. Santiago was convicted following a
jury trial and the district court imposed concurrent sentences of ten years, with two years
determinate, for the possession of a controlled substance charges, and 180 days for the
paraphernalia charge. Mr. Santiago appeals, and he asserts that the district court abused its
discretion by imposing excessive sentences on the possession of a controlled substances charges.
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Statement of the Facts & Course of Proceedings
On October 9, 2018, officers with the Boise Police Department ran a routine check of the
license plates of cars parked at the Travelers Motel.

(Presentence Investigation Report

(hereinafter, PSI), p.6.) One of the plates returned to Mr. Santiago, who had an arrest warrant
out for a probation violation. (PSI, p.6.) The officers decided to ruse Mr. Santiago out of the
hotel; an officer opened and shut Mr. Santiago's car door, causing Mr. Santiago to look out the
window but not leave his room. (PSI, p.6.) Another officer then walked by the vehicle and
announced, "it's management I think somebody's been messing with your car." (PSI, p.6.)
Mr. Santiago exited the motel room with a brown leather jacket. (PSI, p.6.)
Mr. Santiago was arrested; he dropped the jacket, which was then searched, and officers
found two loaded syringes, one which tested positive for methamphetamine and one which tested
positive for heroin. (PSI, p. 7.) Mr. Santiago was charged with two counts of possession of a
controlled substance and one count of possession of drug paraphernalia. (R., p.29.) The State
also filed a persistent violator enhancement. (R .. , p.56.) Mr. Santiago was convicted of the
substantive crimes following a jury trial and was found to be a persistent violator at a court trial.
(R., p.107; Trial Tr., p.251, Ls.11-14.) The district court imposed concurrent unified sentences
of ten years, with two years determinate for the possession of a controlled substance charges.
(R., p.147.) Mr. Santiago appealed. (R., p.154.) He asserts that the district court abused its
discretion by imposing excessive sentences.
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ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it imposed unified sentences of ten years, with
two years fixed, upon Mr. Santiago following his conviction for two counts of possession of a
controlled substance?

ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Imposed Unified Sentences Of Ten Years,
With Two Years Fixed, Upon Mr. Santiago Following His Conviction For Two Counts Of
Possession Of A Controlled Substance
"It is well-established that ' [w ]here a sentence is within statutory limits, an appellant has
the burden of showing a clear abuse of discretion on the part of the court imposing the
sentence."' State v. Pierce, 150 Idaho 1, 5 (2010) (quoting State v. Jackson, 130 Idaho 293, 294
(1997) (alteration in original)).

Here, Mr. Santiago's sentences do not exceed the statutory

maximum. Accordingly, to show that the sentence imposed was unreasonable, Mr. Formella
"must show that the sentence, in light of the governing criteria, is excessive under any reasonable
view of the facts." State v. Strand, 137 Idaho 457, 460 (2002).
"'Reasonableness' of a sentence implies that a term of confinement should be tailored to
the purpose for which the sentence is imposed." State v. Adamcik, 152 Idaho 445, 483 (2012)
(quoting State v. Stevens, 146 Idaho 139, 148 (2008)).
In examining the reasonableness of a sentence, the Court conducts an independent
review of the entire record available to the trial court at sentencing, focusing on
the objectives of criminal punishment: (1) protection of society; (2) deterrence of
the individual and the public; (3) possibility of rehabilitation; and (4) punishment
or retribution for wrongdoing.
Stevens, 146 Idaho at 148.

"A sentence is reasonable if it appears necessary to

accomplish the primary objective of protecting society and to achieve any or all of the related
goals of deterrence, rehabilitation, or retribution." State v. Delling, 152 Idaho 122, 132 (2011 ).
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The sentence the district court imposed upon Mr. Santiago was not reasonable
considering his character. The district court in this case used a PSI from a prior case. This PSI
indicates that Mr. Santiago

at the time of sentencing, suffering from a variety of

physical and mental ailments. (PSI, p.22.) Mr. Santiago was a highly-ranked boxer in his youth.
(PSI, p.29.)

But his physical health is now compromised, and he suffers from Lupus and

Hepatitis C, and lingering pain from an automobile accident. (PSI, pp.29, 32-33.) Mr. Santiago
may have mental health issues in additional to his substance abuse problems. (PSI, pp.29, 33.)
Mr. Santiago apologized to the district court during the presentence investigation, saying he "ran
out of time to clean up [his] addiction" and is "truly embarrassed by [his] addictive behavior."
(PSI, p.36.)

At the sentencing hearing, counsel noted that, due to Mr. Santiago's injuries, "he just
really wasn't able to work."

(6/10/19 Tr., p.11, Ls.16-20.)

However, he was a talented

mechanic, and had found enough to work to afford the motel room. (6/10/19 Tr., p.11, Ls.2125.) He had picked his stuff up from storage and from his uncle's house and moved to the motel
the day he was arrested. (6/10/19 Tr., p.12, Ls.1-4.) Because he had recently picked up his
items, Mr. Santiago disputed that he knew that drugs were in the coat. (6/10/19 Tr., p.12, Ls.19.) Mr. Santiago acknowledged, however, that he had a history of substance abuse, part of which
was due to addiction, and part of which was due to the environment in which he grew up;
Mr. Santiago "grew up in California in an environment where drugs, alcohol, violence, death and
destruction, frankly, are just kind of rife. And he had a very difficult childhood." (6/10/19
Tr., p.12, Ls.10-20.) His family was still supportive of him, however. (6/10/19 Tr., p.12, Ls.1720.)
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Considering this information, counsel for Mr. Santiago requested that the court imposed
concurrent sentences of seven years, with two years fixed.

(6/10/19 Tr., p.16, Ls.10-20.)

Considering his substance addiction, difficult childhood, and the support of his family,
Mr. Santiago respectfully submits that the district court abused its discretion by imposing
excessive sentences.
CONCLUSION
Mr. Santiago respectfully requests that this Court reduce his sentences as it deems
appropriate. Alternatively, he requests that his case be remanded to the district court for a new
sentencing hearing.
DATED this 27 th day of March, 2020.

Isl Justin M. Curtis
JUSTIN M. CURTIS
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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